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INVESTIGATION OF CHARGES OF HON. FRED L. CRAWFORD 
CONCERNING ALLEGED POLITICAL INFLUENCES IN PRO- 
CUREMENT OF CONTRACTS IN EIGHTH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 


On January 24, 1951, Hon. Fred L. Crawford, of Michigan, made 
the following statement on page A8390 of the Congressional Record: 


Mr. Crawrorp. Mr. Chairman, I move te strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, on the subject of Government contracts, I have a letter here 
from a rather important citizen in my home town. I am not going to divulge his 
name or the names of the contractors. Here is the letter, and there is nothing 
phony about it because I know him very personally and intimately. This man 
runs a big sales agency. He says, ‘‘A customer of mine received a contract from 
the Quartermaster Corps to supply”’ certain equipment, and he specifies here what 
it is, for a certain defense base, that I am very familiar with because it is one of our 
very powerful outposts. ‘This equipment is so vital it is being shipped by air 
several hundred miles,’’ and I can say it is some thousand of miles, flown from the 
Tri-City Airport in my home town. 

He says, ‘However, before the contract was completed, Mr. So-and-So had to 
state that all employees connected with this operation were members of the 
Democratic Party.” 

I call that to the attention of the Defense Committee of this House. If that is 
a fact, this dictionary over here does not carry the language in which I should like 
to express myself. If we are still playing that kind of a game, I think the fellows 
who enforce it should be tarred and feathered and thrown in the river, and let them 
swim as best they can. That is low-down skulduggery which is almost indefinable 
if that is true, and I think this fellow is a pretty truthful citizen in my home town. 


Following that statement he discussed the subject with the chair- 
man of the Armed Services Committee. On January 28, 1951, a 
representative of the committee called upon him. Mr. Crawford 
declined to reveal the name of his informant, but stated that since 
publication of these charges he had received another letter from this 
informant affirming his previous charges. Mr. Crawford stated that 
he would write these people and request permission to use their 
names and turn their information over to the Armed Services Com- 
mittee. There was much attendant publicity and the matter was 
explored about that time by the Chamber of Commerce of Saginaw, 
which organization was unable to verify the charges among the per- 
sons of whom i inquiry was made. 

The matter was left in Mr. Crawford’s hands to write his informant 
and await their advices. Subsequently, Mr. Crawford handed the 
committee a letter from Mr. Oscar Anderson of Box 112, Rudyard, 
Mich., which is reproduced herewith: 

Rupyarp, Micu., January 28, 1951. 
tepresentative CRAWFORD, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: In the January 26 was the following, “Says contractor told all em- 

ployees must be Demos.”’ And again in the January 27 Evening News of Sault 


Ste. Marie, Mich., the following, ‘‘Crawford pushes complaint on hiring of 
Democrats only.” 


Well, I have also something to say on a matter of this kind that have been done 
in this small town of our’s here is a small wood factory that have around 13 men 
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and last fall I tried to get a job there when I heard that they want to hire more 
men but the foreman said they do not need men but I went next day and I noticed 
he had hired several men but that is not all the men were Democrats and he 
even hired Comminists, and the other men that was working there are all Demo- 
crats and many single men and some well-to-do farmer’s. I am a (Rep) and have 
always been so that is the reason I can’t get a job there. 

I had three sons in the last war and now have two; one was wounded twice 
and one have beer missing in action since December 12, 1950; and the last war I 
was a airplane spotter, and a police. 

So it makes me think what is my sons fighting for; have one son at home and 
be probably will be called. 

So when I read the above about hiring only Democrats, it was nothing new to 
me as I mentioned in this letter what they are doing here. 

Very truly yours, 
OscaR ANDERSON. 


Another letter dated February 6, 1951, from the same man is repro- 
duced herewith: 

Rupyarp, Micu., February 6, 1951. 
Frep L. CrawFrorp, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Frep: Thanks for the reply of my letter of January 28. You ask me if 
it be possible for me to cooperate with the chairman of the Armed Services Com- 
mittee by submitting to him the details contained in my letter of January 28, and 
in such form as I would like to submit it. 

I would like that you can submit the statement to the chairman; it will be 
agreeable with me, for to have you to go ahead, by submitting to the chairman 
the details contained in my letter of January 28. 

Thanking you with warm personal regards and in the interest you have taken 
in this matter. 

Oscar ANDERSON. 


The Armed Services Committee thereupon communicated with 
Mr. Anderson who responded with the letter reproduced herewith. 
He charged that the company involved was the Woods Products Co. 


Rupyarp, Micu., February 22, 1951. 
Mr. Joun J. Courtney, 
Special Counsel, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Courtney: Received your letter of February 16, 1951. 

See from it that my letters of January 28, 1951, and February 6, 1951, have 
been forwarded to you by Hon. F. L. Crawford that was addressed to F. L. 
Crawford by me, concerning certain practices in a manufacturing plant at Rud- 
yard, Mich. 

You state in your letter that it is necessary for you to have the name of the 
manufacturer. It is (Woods Products Co.) Rudyard, Mich., and you want to 
know if Government contracts for any of the defense department are being per- 
formed in this factory. 

Well, I checked on this. I was told that some probably go to the Government 
but are first shipped to other concerns, such as fly spray wood cap’s and some 
other products. 

Sincerely, 


OscaR ANDERSON. 


Search did not reveal such a company, but the Chippewa Wood 
Products Co. was located at the place described by Mr. Anderson. 
It was in fact the only business of that character located at the place 
described by Mr. Anderson. That company answered this commit- 
tee’s inquiry as follows: 
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CuiprpEwA Woop Propuwcts Co., 
Rudyard, Mich., March 9, 1961. 
Joun J, CourtNeEY, 
Special Counsel, Committee on Armed Services, 
House Office Building, Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Sir: Replying to your letter of February 26 and your telephone inquiry, 
we have no direct contracts with the Government. However, we have made 
wood turnings for firms that had contracts in World War II. The work consisted 
of handles and plugs for insect spray guns, cores for gummed tape and other 
small wood turnings produced by automatic machines. 

Yours truly, 


Curppewa Woop Propvucts Co. 
E. A. Wrenexe, Manager. 

Since that company had, according to the records hereafter repro- 
duced from armed services files, no defense contracts whatsoever 
and by its letter affirmed the fact, it is evident that there is no support 
to be found for the charges made in the Congressional Record from 
this source. And since this company has no defense contracts what- 
soever there is no jurisdiction that this committee or any other for 
that matter would have in the premises. 

As to the second of the two informants, Mr. Crawford stated that 
he received no answer to his letters. Thereupon the committee 
launched an inquiry to determine if possible a contractor who would 
answer the description given by Mr. Crawford. To do that a com- 
plete list of all defense contracts in the Eighth Congressional District 
of Michigan at and prior to the date of the charges was obtained. 
They are as follows: 











Name of contractor | Item Dollar value | Contract placement 
Dailey Pickle & Canning C»., 1116 | Pickles and pickle relish....| $20,093.00 Advertised. 
Maple St. | i 
Michigan Bean Co Beans, dry, white, edible | 7, 416.00 | Negotiated, public exi- 
gency. 
Michigan Employment Institute | Broom corn. _-- | 5, 444.00 | Negotiated, act of Con- 
for the Blind, 924 Houghton Ave. | gress June 25, 1938. 
Do ; ch do y aie ; at 10, 024, 00 Do. 
Do Fai“ do__. ae | 5, 856. 00 Do. 
Sugar Beet Products Co | Soap, powder, hand scour- | 27, 984.00 | Advertised. 
i ing, mechanics. | 
Weinberg Bros. & Co .| Food ak 10, 620.00 | Negotiated, perishable 
| | sub. 
Frankenmuth Frosted Foods Co., | do Ee f 10, 350. 00 Do 


1761 East Genesee Ave. 


ORDNANCE CORPS 


Saginaw Products Corp., 68 Wil- | Automotive, spare parts | $15,687.00 | Advertised. 
liamson. (wheel, assembly). 
Do_. ‘ : Leaf baie lnpeits alas 6, 300. 00 Do. 
Do Gear, bushing, bearing, cap, 29, 396. 50 Do. 


fork, pad oil seal, yoke, 
latch shell. 


Do , Hardware items_..........--! 6, 246. 00 Do. 
52. | Wheel... .. ‘ 56, 700. 00 Do. 
Do... hi ...| Plate, bracket, lunette, | 30, 436. 50 Do. 
lever, pin, shackle axle | 
spring. | 
Do ; Wheel assembly _..........-- 23, 520. 70 Do. 
Do. bs ......--.-.-...-| Automobile, spare parts 10, 936. 38 Do. 
| (jack leveling assembly). 
Do_. sided i ti .....| Bearing, bushing type, | 12, 657. 45 Do. 
quadrant, w/swivel pin. 
The Lufkin Rule Co Tape Bo ee el eg TL i 46, 000.00 | Do. 
Do ey | Kit, repair, steel tape_.._.._. 9, 588. 00 Do. 


Do... : do... Porn ec or 36, 380. 00 | Do. 
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_ ARTERMASTER CORPS 


















































Mich, 


Name of contractor Item Dollar value | Contract placement 
Lake Odessa Canning Co., Lake | Hamburgers, w/gravy, can- $600, 259 | Advertised. 
Odessa. ned. 
Do...- pat Sa aed A cee Gta ta as 519, 140 Do. 
Ob fei tat ces ‘x | Apricots, canned; fruit cock- 126,177 | Negotiated, public exi- 
| tail, eanned; peaches, can- gency. 
ned; pineapple, canned; 
pears, canned. 
Do | Beans, green or wax, canned. 20,925 | Advertised. 
Do | Pines apple, apricot........- ; 23,975 | Negotiated, public exi- 
| gency. 
ess Seu < | Sausage patties, w/gravy, 814, 300 | Advertised. 
| canned. | 
Do As Fruit cocktail, canned; | 41, 650 | Do. 
peaches, canned. 
Do. : E | Sausage patties, type K, 183, 590 Do. 
} canned, 
Dincdpdacnnaphahdan died ..| Hamburgers, cenned___.._.- 296, 879 Do. 
ORDNANCE CORPS 
Federal-Mogul Corp. Greenville. __| Automobile spare parts (con- $14, 865.60 | Advertised. 
| necting rod bearings). 
Saylor Beall Manufacturing Co., | Adapter, cluster M14A1- ._-- 22, 950. 00 Do. 
St. Johns. | 
a beget = ! 
SIGNAL CORPS 
Federal-Mogul Corp., Greenville | Bearing, sleeve 3,650 each $5, 626.00 | Advertised. 
(for diesel engine). 

Name of contractor Quantity and item Amount 
meni a ag aes ——-——— me Ee ce 
Mid-West Abrasive Co., 510 South Work St., | Miscellaneous abrasive products.......| $34, 198.06 

Owosso, Mich 
Harwill, Inc., 900 Water St., St. Charles, Mich.__....| 50 each, table assembly, parachute | 20, 715. 00 
| packing. 
Mid-West Abrasive Co., 510 South Work St., | Miscellaneous abrasive products 10, 689, 50 
Owosso, Mich. 
Penjaska Tool Co., 2220 West Mason Rd., Owosso, | Miscellaneous aircraft hardware_----- 3, 008. 00 


All of the above identified contracts were placed as a result of formal 
advertising and are fixed-price contracts. Copies of these contracts 
are being obtained from the Air Matériel Command, Dayton, Ohio, 
and will be made available to you within the next few days. 

A careful search of the records of the Air Matériel Command failed 
to disclose any contracts with the Dow Metals Co., Midland, Mich. 
The records indicated that no contract was awarded to the Eaton 
Manufacturing Co., Saginaw, Mich., from the period July 1, 1950, 
to date. On June 14, 1950, contract AF 33(038)-13075 was awarded 
to the Eaton Manufacturing Co., 9771 French Road, Detroit, Mich., 
covering 5,000 copper-backed valve seats (required for R-3350 
engines) ) at a cost of $26,250. This contract was negotiated pursuant 
to section 2 (c) (10), Public Law 413, Eightieth Congress. These 
parts were Se at the contractor’s plant, Saginaw, Mich., 
where final inspection and acceptance of the items were made. Due 
to the Korean situation these parts were shipped by commercial air 
freight. Item 1 was delivered February 12, 1951, item 2 on January 
30, 1951, and item 3 on January 2, 195). Mr. Victor Camfield of the 
Power Plant Branch, Aeronautical Equipment Section, Procurement 
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Division, Headquarters, Air Matériel Command, was the buyer and 
Mr. C. F. Schlub of the same office was the contracting officer. 

Each of the companies herein named received a questionnaire from 
the subeommittee in which the following questions were asked: 

1. Were any of the foregoing contracts negotiated either in whole or in part? 
If so, specify. 

2. Were any conditions imposed upon your company other than those contained 
in the written contract or letter of intent? If so, specify. 

3. Were you required to do, or refrain from doing, anything as a condition of 
obtaining any or all of the above-numbered contracts, or to make any promises 
or agreements as a condition thereof? If your answer to this question is “Yes,” 
specify what was required of you, or what you were required to refrain from 
doing, or the promises you were required to make. Give the names of the person 
or persons imposing any of such requirements or exacting such promises. State 
in detail what was required of you. 

4. Did you ship any of the products manufactured by you under these contracts 
by air freight from Tri-City Airport, Freeland, Mich., prior to January 23, 1951? 
If your answer is Yes, specify carrier, consignee, and date. 

Note.— You need not go back prior to July 1, 1950. 

5. Give the names and position of every representative of your company who 
engaged in the bidding or negotiating of any of said contracts. 

6. Did any agent or broker represent you in obtaining or negotiating any of the 
contracts above enumerated? If your answer is ‘“‘yes,’”’ give the name of the agent 
or broker: specify the terms of his compensation, when employed and what, if 
any, payments you have made to him. 

Notse.—This inquiry is not only directed to individual agents, but to any ore 
ganization doing business as a trade or corporate name. 


The committee checked the Tri-City Airport, which is described 
in the statement of Representative Crawford as being the point of 
departure of the products, and was advised that the only air freight 
leaving the airport were twice-weekly shipments consigned to the 
transport officer at Tinker Air Force Base, Marion, Okla., originating 
with the Eaton Manufacturing Co. referred to in the tabulated list 
of Air Force contracts. This is the only company holding any 
contracts whatsoever in any way answering the description by 
Representative Crawford. 

The committee communicated with the Eaton Manufacturing Co. 
and on March 30 received its reply to the questionnaire. The reply 
is reproduced herewith in full. This company answered all questions 
in the questionnaire in the negative. 

Eaton MANUFACTURING Co., 


Detroit, Mich., March 30, 1951. 
Mr. Joun J. Courtney, 


Committee on Armed Services, Office of Special Counsel, 
House Office Building, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Courtney: Your letter of March 26, 1951, addressed to the Saginaw, 
Mich., plant has been referred to this office for reply. 

The contract numbers of contracts held by the Saginaw Division in the past 
6 months are as follows: 50-4514-AF; AF-—33(038) 13075. 

The answers to the questions asked by your committee in sequence are as 
follows: 

1. This contract was not negotiated. 

2. There were no conditions imposed upon this company other than those 
contained in the written contract. 

3. We were not required to make any promises or agreements as a condition in 
obtaining this contract. 

4. From the period August 9, 1950, through January 19, 1951, we made 43 
separate shipments by air freight from the Tri-City Airport, Freeland, Mich. 
A list of these shipments by date, by quantity, and by weight is attached as part 
of this exhibit. 


5. The individual in this company who engaged in the bidding of said contract 
was Mr. P. J. D’Arcy. 
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6. No agent or broker represented Eaton in obtaining this contract. 
If you require further information with regards to this subject please do not 
hesitate to communicate with us freely. Thanking you, we remain 
Very truly yours, 
Eaton MANUFACTURING Co., 
M. D. ARCHANGELI. 


Marcu 30, 1951. 
Eaton MANUFACTURING Co. 


Contract No: 50-4514-AF 
; AF-33 (038) 13075 
Part No. A-—1920 


Shipments made via Capital Airlines, air freight to Transportation Offices, 
Oklahoma City Air Matériel Command, Tinker Air Force Base, Marion, Okla. 


| 

















| 
Date Quantity; Weight Date Quantity| Weight 
Aug. 9, 1950 ‘ age 50 34 || Sept. 23, 1060. ...............- } 50 34 
Aug. 10, 1950 sibs : 50 34 1) Sept. 26, 1960. ..............-. i 150 100 
Aug. 11, 1950, 50 34 1) Sent, 0 1000... 5. 150 100 
Aug. 12, 1950......-. spite 50 34 || Sept. 20, 1060.-............... | 120 90 
Aug. 14, 1950 SUuaaoaw 50 | SE Tl ee: © Bo eS kl 94 64 
Aug. 15, 1950... __. 50 | ee ae aaer are 50 34 
Aug. 16, 1950_- rea 50 Oe TUR eo 50 34 
Aug. 17, 1950 “xe 50 oe} Ott. Te, Reve... | 50 34 
Aug. 18, 1950 ae 100 | 68 || Oct. 28, 1960_.......2....... | 178 138 
Aug. 22, 1950 Ee 100 | 08 FO a ON ose ie | 150 108 
Aug. 24, 1950 : 100 OG. tt Cet Oe mee 50 36 
Aug. 26, 1950 een 141 90] O08, 3 B00 est ; 131 96 
Aug. 29, 1950 : ; 100 Sah Want, ee ee 100 70 
Aug. 31, 1950... ___..__-- 100 70 || Dec. 20, 1950......._...__.___- 150 105 
Sept. 5, 1950... ____. i 100 | fit. a ea aan 166 112 
ae eR - 100 oe 8s | i ee =a 150 112 
Sept. 9, 1950... ___. 50 34 || Jan. 10, 1951...-....-. 100 68 
Sept. 12, 1950. Sheet cigs 100 O80 Se IONS ooo noe nace 100 68 
Sept. 14, 1950 cS 50 MD Pee, OO i es. .| 100 68 
Sept. 16, 1950__ 100 62 “| pa ks. _: Seley ae eee 50 34 
Sept. 19, 1950_____. . 100 NE ee Se 50 34 
Sept. 21, 1950.._...--.- 100 68 | 
a . . ° : ‘ 
This is the only co. >xny having any business with the Govern- 


ment located in the Eignth Congressional District of Michigan which 
answers the description given by Representative Crawford by an 
unidentified informant. It refutes the informant’s story. 

It has been clearly demonstrated that no defense contracts have 
been issued by the Government which had as a condition that all of 
the employees must be members of the Democratic Party. On the 
contrary, with the exception of a few food contracts (which were 
not referred to by Representative Crawford’s informant) all of the 
contracts were let in open competitive bidding, where there were no 
requirements of any kind other than conformance to the specifica- 
tions in the invitation for bid. 

After the organization of the Special Subcommittee on Procure- 
ment on April 20, 1951, this matter was referred to that subcommittee 
as a part of the jurisdiction conferred upon it. 

In accordance with the provisions of H. R. 38, Representative 
Crawford was invited to and did appear before the subcommittee on 
May 25, 1951. 

Mr. Crawford said: 


Mr. Crawrorp. Fred L. Crawford, representing the Eighth District of Michi- 
gan; that is, the Eighth Congressional District of Michigan. 

In handling these complaints which come from my district from time to time 
insofar as men representing organized industry is concerned, I try to deal with 
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them just exactly like I would a straightforward business proposition, independent 
of political machinery of the country. I have had many years of experience in 
that kind of work. I do not kid around about it in the least bit. 

So when a complaint is filed with me where the party filing the complaint 
requests that his name not be used, I do not use his name, but I immediately reply 
to him and tell him of the machinery of Government that may or may not be in 
operation to handle his complaint. If the machinery is in operation, I refer him 
to that, request that he file his complaint directly, and thus give the facts, or 
else don’t bother me with the complaint. 

Now when these complaints came in which have been referred to, this com- 
mittee had not been organized and I knew that it was not up to me as a Member 
of Congress to go and make such an investigation. That is not the job of an 
individual Member of Congress. So to get the matter of record, I took this party’s 
letter to the floor of the House and read the letter, but did not divulge his name. 
Then I informed the chairman of this committee, the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Vinson], and your investigator, of the contents of the reply of the letter 
which I had sent back to this constituent. I also told the chairman and the 
investigator that I was requesting these parties, that is, the man who filed the 
complaint and the man to whom he was referring, to furnish this committee with 
such information as they might deem advisable under the circumstances. Then 
later I joined with the chairman of the committee in soliciting the creating of 
the machinery which this committee is now a part of, that is, your committee, 
so that these investigations could be made on such complaints as might be filed 
from different parts of the country. 

Now, following the filing of this complaint and my reply to the constituent, the 
matter of course was taken note of by the newspaper in my home town and dealing 
with some of the remarks I had made on the floor about the matter. 

Well, of course, that immediately put the whole subject before the business 
community of Saginaw, Mich., my home town in particular, which is a large indus- 
trial center, and other sections of the district, which district is made up of six 
counties. So far as I have been able to understand, the matters were discussed 
at the meetings of the board of commerce or chamber of commerce and some of the 
luncheon clubs and somewhat at length on different occasions. Then in due course 
I was back in the city and had a meeting with the representatives of all the busi- 
ness interests, at which I told them about some of these things, and said to them, 
‘Now will you send me a letter? And if you request that vour name not be used, 
I am not going to use your name. But if your letter is in the nature of a com- 
plaint, then I will tell you with whom you should file that complaint and if you 
fail to do so, don’t take up my time, which is your time, after all, bothering me 
with any more complaints unless you are willing to submit the facts to the investi- 
gating committee of the House and which we create for your protection.” 

Then there was one letter than came in from another party. 

Mr. Courtney. It is this. 

Mr. Crawrorp. When I received this letter, I replied to him and suggested 
to the party that he make the information available to this committee. He re- 
plies in this way. He says: ‘“‘Thanks for the reply to my letter of January 28. 
You asked me if it would be possible for me to cooperate with the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee by submitting to him the details contained in my letter 
of January 28 and in such form as I would like to submit it. I would like that 
you can submit the statement to the chairman. It will be agreeable with me for 
to have you go ahead, by submitting the chairman the details contained in my 
letter of January 28. Thanking you, with warm personal regards.’’ So !] turned 
that correspondence over to the committee for its use. 

I think that is about all the facts that I have to submit to you. 

Mr. Hésrerr. The information that you bring to us, Mr. Crawford, is as a 
result of the correspondence which you have described? 

Mr. Crawrorp. Yes. 

Mr. Hfésertr. You have turned it over to Mr. Courtney for the committee? 

Mr. CrRAawFrorp. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Hérert. Now, Mr. Courtney-——— 

Mr. Crawrorp. I would like to say this in closing: I am very sympathetic 
to the purposes of the resolution and to the service which this committee is ren- 
dering, but, as one who is still mixed up in business enterprise in different lines, 
I feel that a committee of this type is practically helpless unless it has the coopera- 
tion of the people that we represent. I wanted to come over here this afternoon 
and try to encourage you gentlemen by making my appearance here and saying 
1 am wholeheartedly in sympathy with the work you are attempting to do, 
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but I realize your limitations and the limitations of any investigating committee 
unless it can get the support of the people of this country. That is my statement. 

Mr. Héserr. I appreciate your expression and your observation there. I 
think we are in accord with that, and quite obviously. We cannot advance very 
far unless we do get cooperation because committees of this type are placed at 
a very distinct disadvantage. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hésert. We have to prod things out of people. 

Mr. Crawrorpb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. H&pert. And more important is the fact that the individual who feels 
aggrieved should be the first to cooperate with us. 

Mr. Crawrorp. That is right. 

Mr. Héserv. Instead of stymying our efforts by refusing to talk. 

Mr. Crawrorp. I agree with that. 


Thereupon the following cohoquy took place: 


Mr. Courtney. Now that is as far as we have been able to go with the infor- 
mation that was supplied to us. 

I have to inquire whether or not we should pursue the matter further or whether 
you are on the face of this record satisfied, one, that these firms are telling us the 
truth, or whether we should pursue the matter further? 

Mr. Crawrorp. Frankly, I think you have gone or have taken all the reason- 
able steps that any committee should take to get the facts, because you made 
your case wide open to them to file any information they want to file and as I 
have said before, If the people will make complaints and then won’t back up the 
complaint with the facts I do not know that we can do anything about it. That 
would be my reaction to that question. 

Mr. Courtney. What disturbs me, Mr. Crawford, is this: The letter that you 
quoted on the floor points directly to the Eaton Manufacturing Co. I am satis- 
fied from all of the investigation that we have made that the Eaton Manufac- 
turing Co. is the only company which answers in any way the description which 
you gave. And you have their answers. 

I note, however, that the letter that you quoted on the floor was a letter from a 
sales agent. 

Mr. Crawrorp. That is right. 

Mr. Hfésert. Now, Mr. Crawford, you have expressed yourself as being satis- 
fied of the committee itself? 

Mr. Crawrorp. Oh, yes; I think the committee has gone just as far as any- 
thing would require it to go. 

Mr. Hénert. Now with the permission of the committee, I will ask you to 
write this individual again and explain to him what the committee has done? 

Mr. Crawrorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hésert. And lay the road wide open to him, that if he has any complaints 
or any facts 

Mr. Crawrorp. That is right. 

Mr. Hésert. The committee is willing to accept them. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Yes. I don’t mind writing both these gentlemen to that 
effect. 

Mr. Hésert. The other has been dismissed. Obviously, the other doesn’t 
stand up. 

Mr, Crawrorp. Yes. 

Mr. Hfésert. But this particular one is something of concern to the committee. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Yes. This fellow has been in business there for years. He is 
constantly circulating among the trade. He does business with many of these 
firms. I don’t know any reason why, except through the fear of the loss of business, 
he wouldn’t be willing to state all the facts. 

Mr. Hfépert. Well, now, with the consent of the committee, I suggest in your 
letter that you tell him the committee will protect his identity. 

Mr. CRAWForp. Yes. 

Mr. Hézert. If he is still willing to give us any facts which he may have at 
hand. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Does that meet with the approval of the committee? 

Mr. pEGRAFFENRIED. As far as that goes, it meets with my approval. The 
only thing I am thinking about is this: I don’t know anything we can do about it. 
I don’t suppose there is anything that can be done about it. But as I look at it, 
there has been an impression created by newspaper articles out there, to which they 
have given publicity in Saginaw, that two things have happened out there. One is 
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that nobody could get a contract unless they had all employees who were Demo- 
crats, and another impression has been given, if there was any newspaper publicity 
about the other matter, that somebody out there had been paying a commission 
or been paying some consideration in order to get a Government contract. 

Now the fact that we may be satisfied from the very fine investigation that our 
counsel had conducted, that that condition does not exist, still the impression 
that has been created out there is not going to be disabused by the mere fact that 
we ourselves, or possibly Mr. Crawford, may be satisfied that that condition 
doesn’t exist. It is just left in the air. And when that kind of an impression is 
created, the effect of it is to cause people who do not know the investigation that 
has been made to lose that much more faith and that much more confidence in the 
integrity of their Government. 

Mr. Hésert. Well, now, in connection with that, Mr. deGraffenried, I would 
make this observation: The committee allowed Mr. Crawford to write this 
individual, and Mr. Crawford will be good enough to give us his reply, after 
which we will make a report on this particular investigation. I am sure Mr. 
Crawford.is as eager as anybody else to get the fact out. He does not want to 
misrepresent anything, any more than we do. 

Mr. pEGRAFFENRIED. | am sure of that. 

Mr. Crawrorp. [ will say this off the record, too. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Hérert. Thank you very much, Mr. Crawford. We will hear from you. 

Mr. Crawrorp, Thank you. It is all right, sir. . 

Mr. Courtney. Thank you very much, Mr. Crawford. All these will be put 
in the record and printed and handed over to you. 


On June 22, 1951, committee counsel called upon Representative 
Crawford who stated that he had written his informant but he had 
never received a reply and he thereupon advised the committee 
counsel that he (Crawford) ‘‘wouldn’t fool with it any longer.” 

The committee after examination of the documentary proof here- 
with reproduced and upon the record of a thorough investigation are 
of the opinion that the evidence does not support the charges made 
by the informant quoted by Representative Crawford. 

August 7, 1951. 

F. Epwarp H&seErt, 
Subcommittee Chairman. 

QO. C. FisHer. 

EDWARD DEGRAFFENRIED. 

L. Gary CLEMENTE. 

WiiuiaM J. GREEN, JR. 

CiypE Doy te. 

Cuarues H. Exsron. 

Jack Z. ANDERSON. 

Harry L. Towe. 

Witiram E. Hess. 

W. Sreriine Co.e. 

Approved: 

Cari VINSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services. 
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